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WRITTEN STATEMENT OF INTERVIEWS CONDUCTED OCTOBER 20. 2004, 
NOVEMBER 10. 2004, & NOVEMBER 19, 2004 

Applicant submits the following remarks to summarize the telephone discussions 
conducted between Applicant's representative, Kevin Greene, and Examiner Rhode and 
Examiner Coggins. 

Claims 1,21, and 41 were initially rejected as anticipated by Harada and claims 2, 22, 
and 42 were rejected as obvious over Harada in view of Watanabe. In the response filed August 
30, 2004, Applicant incorporated the features of claims 2, 22, and 42 into independent claims 1, 
21, and 41, respectively. 

Initially, as indicated in the advisory action dated October 7, 2004, the August 30th 
amendment was not entered. Applicant's representative, Kevin Greene, contacted Examiner 
Rhode on October 20, 2004 to discuss the entry of the amendment. Applicant's representative 
indicated that he believed the amendment should have been entered because it reduced issues for 
appeal by simply incorporating dependent claims into the independent claims. The Examiner 
indicated that he would review the case and re-consider whether to enter the amendment. The 
Examiner issued a second advisory action, dated October 28, 2004, that still denied entry of the 
amendment. On approximately November 10, 2004, Applicant's representative contacted 
Examiner Coggins (the Supervisory Patent Examiner who signed the advisory action) to again 
discuss the entry of the amendment. After a discussion with Examiner Coggins, it was agreed 
that the amendment would be entered. The advisory action dated November 17, 2004, entering 
the amendment, was then issued. 
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However, this advisory action did not contain an explanation of how the amended claims 
would be rejected. Applicant's representative, Kevin Greene, contacted Examiner Rhode on 
November 19, 2004 to discuss how the claims would be rejected in light of the entered 
amendment. Examiner Rhode indicated that claims 1,21, and 22 would be rejected for the same 
reason as claims 2, 22, and 42, respectively, and that the other claims dependent on claims 1,21, 
and 41 would be rejected as they were in the office action dated April 29, 2004. This results in 
claims 1, 21, and 41, and those claims depending from them, being rejected as obvious over 
Harada in view of Watanabe. 

No fees are believed to be due. However, in the event there are fees due, please apply 
any other charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050. 
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